A.  Not a specific instance, no.
MR. REILLY:  No other questions.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  Mr. Henderson, you said up until
the time you turned him in to MSHA.  Now, when you
called the MSHA inspectors, you just wanted them
to come out to examine the workplace, right?

THE WITNESS:  Right.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  How did that translate to turning
him in, did you mean by that since he was in charge
of the mine as the superintendent there, that he
was responsible?

THE WITNESS:  Well, I didn't mean it to sound like
I was turning him in.  I just wanted somebody to
come out and look at the mine.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  When you called the MSHA people,
did you mention Mr. Feathers' name?

THE WITNESS:  I don't think I did.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  You just wanted the inspectors to
come out to look at the scene?

THE WITNESS:  Right,

On the evening prior to the scheduled start of the hearing,
it was called to my attention that complainant's counsel had
"requested" the appearance of two MSHA inspectors for testimony
at the hearing.  Although no subpoenas had issued for their
appearance, they appeared voluntarily at the hearing, and were
accompanied by a representative from the Labor Department's
Kansas City Regional Solicitor's Office (Tr. 110).  Since this
is a "private" discrimination matter, the Solicitor's represen-
tative was prepared to interpose an objection to the service of
the subpoenas on the inspectors in question in accordance with
the applicable Departmental policy.

By agreement and stipulation of the parties, the inspectors
were not called to testify and they were excused (Tr. 110).
Complainant's counsel stated the following terms of the stipu-
lation in lieu of the inspectors' testimony (Tr. 108-109) :
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-B arm one time off to the side.
